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POLYNOMIAL-TIME APPROXIMATION OF ZERO-FREE PARTITION FUNCTIONS

PENGHUI YAO, YITONG YIN, AND XINYUAN ZHANG

ABSTRACT. Zero-free based algorithm is a major technique for deterministic approximate counting. In Barvi-
nok’s original framework [Bar17b], by calculating truncated Taylor expansions, a quasi-polynomial time al-
gorithm was given for estimating zero-free partition functions. Patel and Regts [PR17] later gave a refinement
of Barvinok’s framework, which gave a polynomial-time algorithm for a class of zero-free graph polynomials
that can be expressed as counting induced subgraphs in bounded-degree graphs.

In this paper, we give a polynomial-time algorithm for estimating classical and quantum partition func-
tions specified by local Hamiltonians with bounded maximum degree, assuming a zero-free property for the
temperature. Consequently, when the inverse temperature is close enough to zero by a constant gap, we
have polynomial-time approximation algorithm for all such partition functions. Our result is based on a new
abstract framework that extends and generalizes the approach of Patel and Regts.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let Q = [q]V be a finite space of configurations, where V is a set of n variables. Let Hy, ..., Hy, be a
collection of local constraints, where each H; : Q — C is independent of all but a small subset of variables,
and let H = "%, H;. The partition function of the given system is defined by

(1) Zu(P) = D exp(~B - H(0)),
o€EQ
where the parameter f is usually called the inverse temperature.

The computational complexity of partition functions is one of the central topics in theoretical computer
science, which has been found wide applications in computational counting, combinatorics, and statistical
physics. To date, numerous algorithms as well as hardnesses of approximation for the partition functions
of various systems have been established, to list a few [JS93, SS97, GJP03, JSV04, Wei06, SVV09, Sly1o0,
SS12, LLY13, SST14, GSV15, LSS19a, BGGS20, CLV21a, BGGS21]. The most important question here is,
what property captures the approximability of partition functions.

It is widely believed that for various classes of partition functions of interests, the hardness of approx-
imation is captured by the locus of complex zeros. The study of the locus of complex zeros has a rich
history in statistical physics, for example, in the famous Lee-Yang theorem [LY52]. In computer science,
the absence of complex zeros may imply efficient approximation algorithms for partition functions [Bar17b,
PR17, Reg18, HPR20, LSS19b, LSS19a, PR19, CDK*20, GLL20, GLLZ20, HMS20, SS20, BGPR21, CLV21b].
This line of research was initiated by Barvinok’s pioneering works [Bar15, Bar16, Bar17a, Bar17b, Bar17c],
which used truncated Taylor expansions to approximate non-vanishing polynomials and established quasi-
polynomial time approximations of partition functions with no complex zeros within a region. Later in a
seminal work of Patel and Regts [PR17], this quasi-polynomial running time was improved to polynomial
time for a class of graph polynomials which can be expressed as induced subgraph sums in graphs of con-
stant maximum degree. And this polynomial-time framework was further extended by Liu, Sinclair and
Srivastava [LSS19b] to hypergraph 2-spin systems with no complex-zeros for the external field.
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For the quantum version, several (classical) algorithms have been proposed, including [KKB20, HMS20,
MH21], to estimate the quantum generalization of the partition function (1) where H is the Hamiltonian.
Yet an important question remains to answer is the polynomial-time approximability of the quantum or
classic partition function in the form of (1) assuming its zero-freeness.

1.1. Our results. We show the polynomial-time approximability of zero-free quantum partition functions.

Let V be a set of n sites (also called vertices or particles). Let ¢ > 2 be an integer. Throughout the paper, we
assume that each site u € V is associated with a g-dimensional Hilbert space V,, and let V = Q) .y Vu-
A Hamiltonian H is a Hermitian matrix in V. The support of a Hamiltonian H, denoted by supp(H),
is the minimal set of sites on which H acts non-trivially. Given a Hamiltonian H, exp(H) is defined by
exp(H) = X;2, 7H", and the partition function Zy : C — C induced by H is defined as follows:

() VpeC,  Zuy(p) =Tr[exp(-fH)].

We are interested in partition functions induced by local Hamiltonians with bounded maximum degrees.

Definition 1.1 (local Hamiltonian). A Hamiltonian H € V is said to be k-local if H can be expressed as

m
H= ZH
=1

where each H; acts non-trivially on at most k sites, i.e. |supp(H J)| < k. A Hamiltonian H € V called a
(k. d)-Hamiltonian if H is k-local and for every v € V, deg(v) = |{] |ve supp(Hj)}| <d.

Notice that if all H;’s are diagonal, then H is diagonal as well. The quantum partition function Zy ()
then degenerates to the classical partition function defined in (1). Indeed, in such diagonal case we have

Zu(B)= D exp(-p-H(0)),

oelq]V

where H(o) = ;-"21 Hj(o) and H;(o) represents the o-th diagonal entry of H;. Since each H; is diago-

nal and acts non-trivially on subset supp(H;) of at most k sites, the value of H;(0) is determines by the

variables in supp(H;). Hence the Zy () above is precisely the classical partition function defined in (1).
The quantum partition functions encode rich information about quantum systems, e.g. the free energy

and ground state energy. Meanwhile, the non-diagonal property, especially the non-commutativity of mul-

tiplication for non-diagonal matrices, imposes great challenges for the computation of partition functions.
We prove the following zero-free based approximability of quantum partition functions.

Theorem 1.2 (Theorem 3.6, informal). Let Q C C be a “well-shaped” complex region (formalized by Defi-
nition 3.3) and k,d > 1 be constants. There is a deterministic algorithm which takes a (k,d)-Hamiltonian H
on n sites and a f from interior of Q as input, and outputs an estimation of the quantum partition function
Zy(P) in polynomial time in n, if Zy satisfies the zero-free property such that |log Zy| < poly(n) on Q.

The formal statement (Theorem 3.6) is more general: it further takes into account the measurement
of the quantum system. Such generalization may encode broader classes of partition functions, e.g. the
ones with external fields, and also enable sampling from Gibbs state. Following a recent major advance
for quantum zero-freeness of Harrow et al [HMS20], we give concrete applications (in Section 5), namely,
polynomial-time algorithms for approximating the quantum partition function (Theorem 5.1) and sam-
pling from the Gibbs state (Theorem 5.3) in a high-temperature regime (where f is close to zero by a
constant gap), improving the quasi-polynomial-time algorithms in [HMS20]. A polynomial-time approx-
imation of the quantum partition functions in a slightly bigger high-temperature regime was obtained in
[MH21] using the cluster expansion technique [HPR20], by transforming the quantum partition function
to a polymer model and showing the convergence of the cluster expansion assuming high temperature.

We prove polynomial-time approximability of the quantum partition function directly from a black-box
property of zero-freeness, without further restricting the parameters of the model. Moreover, our result

2



is proved in a new abstract framework, namely, functions specified by abstract neighborhood structures
called dependency graphs. We prove the following general result.

Theorem 1.3 (Theorem 3.5, informal). Suppose that functions{fg} specified by dependency graphs G satisfies
certain boundedness property of its Taylor coefficients (formalized in Definition 3.1). Let Q C C be a “well-
shaped” complex region. There is a deterministic algorithm which takes a dependency graph G of O(1) max-
degree and x from the interior of Q as input, and outputs an estimation of fg(x) in polynomial time in size n
of G, if f5(0) is easy to compute and fg satisfies the zero-free property such that |log fg| < poly(n) on Q.

The abstract framework is described in Definition 3.1. As verified in Section 3, our framework subsumes
previous polynomial-time frameworks for zero-free based algorithms ([PR17] and [LSS19b]) as special
cases, and more importantly, it extends the previous frameworks to become compatible with infinite-
degree polynomials and non-commutative systems, which are crucial for quantum partition functions.

2. PRELIMINARIES

2.1. Local Hamiltonians. Given a Hamiltonian H in V, we use supp(H) to denote the support of H, the
minimal set of sites on which H acts non-trivially. Formally, if S is the support of H, then S is the minimal
subset of V satisfying that H = Hs ® Iy\s, where Hg is a Hamiltonian in the space ® ves Vo and Iy\s
is the identity matrix in the space () “Vy. Readers may refer to [GHLS15, KSVV02] for a thorough
treatment.

veV\S

2.2. Basic facts about complex functions. A complex-valued function f : Q — C defined on a complex
domain Q C C is called holomorphic if for every point z € Q, the complex derivative exists in a neighbor-
hood of z. A holomorphic function f : Q — C is infinitely differentiable and equals locally to its Taylor
series. A biholomorphic function is a bijective holomorphic function whose inverse is also holomorphic
Furthermore, a function f : C — C is called an entire function if it is holomorphic on C. A region Q@ € C
is simply connected if C \ Q is connected, where C = C U {co} denotes the extended complex plane.

The logarithm of a complex-valued function f, denoted by g = log f, is a function such that f(z) = e9(?),
For holomorphic function f : Q — C\ {0} on simply connected region Q C C, such log f always exists
(see e.g. [SS10]). Specifically, for an arbitrarily fixed pair z, ¢y € C satisfying that f(z,) = e®, we have

fr(w)
p f(w)
where P is an arbitrary path in Q connecting z and z,. Throughout the paper, we mainly deal with such

holomorphic f on simply connected Q that 0 € Q and f(0) € R*. For such case, the definition of log f is
uniquely determined by zy = 0 and the real ¢y = In(f(0)).

(3) VzeQ, logf(z)= dw + ¢,

2.3. Approximation of non-vanishing function. We now recap the polynomial interpolation technique
of Barvinok [Bar17b] to estimate values of non-vanishing holomorphic functions.
For b € R*, we use D}, to denote the complex disc of radius b centered at the origin. Formally,

Dy ={z € C||z| < b}.

In particular, let D = D denote the unit disc.
For f € C and § € R™, we use Sg, to denote §-strip of interval [0, f] = {tf | t € [0,1]}. Formally,

Spy =1{z € C | dist(z, [0, f]) < 6}.

where dist(-, -) denotes Euclidean distance. It is clear that both D;, and Sg, are simply connected.
The following is the key property of zero-freeness for complex-valued functions.

Definition 2.1 (zero-freeness). Let M > 0 be finite positive real. A holomorphic function f on a simply
connected region Q C C is M-zero-free on Q if |log f(z)| < M forall z € Q.
3



Notice that the zero-freeness of f on Q implies that f is non-vanishing on the same region. A definition
of log f is assumed in the context when this concept is used.

For any polynomial p € C|[z] that does not vanish on D, the polynomial p automatically exhibits the
above zero-freeness property with a bounded gap on D, for any b € (0, 1).

Lemma 2.2. Letp € C[z] be apolynomial of degree d, and letb € (0,1). If p(z) # 0 forallz € D, then p is
M-zero-free on Dy, for M = dIn 1= + |log p(0)].

Proof. Let (1,5, ..., {4 € C denote the roots of polynomial p. For any z € Dy,

1
llog p(z)| = |logp(0) + » log (1 - —) < |logp(0)| - > In (1 - ‘ ) < |logp(0)| +dIn —.
; gj Z { 1-b
The two inequalities are due to that all |§ j| > 1since p(z) # 0 forall z € D. O

The following lemma of Barvinok says that any holomorphic function on D can be approximated by its
truncated Taylor expansion if it is zero-free on D.

Lemma 2.3 ([Bar17b]). Let g : D — C be holomorphic and M > 0. If |g(z)| < M for all z € D, then for any
z € D and anym € N*,

< _(1 5)m+1,

(k)
4(2) _Zg (0) J

P k!

where § = dist(z, dD) represents the Euclidean distance between z and the boundary of unit disc.

In particular, when the above lemma is applied to g = log f for some holomorphic f : D — C\ {0},
one can obtain a multiplicative approximation of f on D assuming zero-freeness of f on D. To make such
approximation effective, we should be able to compute the Taylor coefficients of g = log f.

The following Newton’s identity relates the Taylor coefficients of g = log f to those of f.

Lemma 2.4 (Newton’s 1dent1ty Letf(z) S fizk be an entire function such that f(z) # 0 forallz € D.
Then g(z) = log f(2z) = 212, gz is well-defined on D, and

n—-1
ngn, = nf, — Zkgkfn—k
k=1

Proof. By the definition of g = log f, we have f’ = g’ f. Therefore,

n 1 ot n-—1 n— n-1 n
nfy = 1)'f< )(0) = (”—1)!;( ; )f(k>(0)g( k)(o):;(n—k)gn_kﬁ:;kgkﬁl_k

O

When the zero-free region is not unit disc, some preprocessing is needed. The following polynomial
transformation from D to any Sz, is known.

Lemma 2.5 ([Bar17b]). Forany ff € C, 6 € (0,1), there is an explicitly constructed polynomial pg s of degree
d = d(p, 6) satisfying

o pp5(0) =0 andpgs(1—359) = f for some &y € (0,1);

* pps(D) € Spyi

The proof of Lemma 2.5 is deferred to Appendix A.
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3. APPROXIMATION OF ZERO-FREE HoLoMoORPHIC FUNCTION

We now introduce an abstraction for partition functions, namely, multiplicative holomorphic functions
specified by a class of abstract structures called dependency graphs.

A dependency graph is a vertex-labeled graph G = (V, E, L), where (V, E) is an undirected simple graph,
and £ = (L,)ev assigns each vertex v € V a label L,. Two labeled graphs G = (V,E, £) and G’ =
(V',E’, L) are isomorphic if there is a bijection ¢ : V. — V’ such that the two simple graphs (V, E) and
(V’, E’) are isomorphic under ¢ and L, = L;s ) for all v € V. Furthermore, we say that two labeled graphs
G=(V,E,L)and G’ = (V',E’, L) are disjoint if V. NV’ = @. A family G of dependency graphs is called
downward-closed if for any G = (V,E, L) € G and any S C V we have G[S] € G, where G[S] stands for
the subgraph of G induced by subset S C V preserving labels.

We use f. to denote an operator that maps each dependency graph G in G to an entire function f; : C —
C (i.e. fi is holomorphic on C), such that f; gives the same entire function for isomorphic dependency
graphs G. Such an f. is multiplicative if for any G that is disjoint union of Gy, G,, we have f; = fg, fo,.

Definition 3.1 (boundedness). Let G be a downward-closed family of dependency graphs. Let o, f > 1. A
multiplicative f. is called (a, f)-bounded on G if for any G = (V,E, L) € G, we have f5(0) € R* and

fo(2) = fa(0)+ (Z Acm,[)

=1 \SCV

where the complex coefficients (Ag¢)meg ren+ are invariant for isomorphic dependency graphs H, and
satisfy that Ay, # 0 only if |Vy| < af, and each A, can be calculated within ¢ - poly(¢) time.

For (a, f)-bounded f., it always holds that f5(0) € R*. Then we always fix the definition of log f to
be the one uniquely defined by Eq.(3) with zy = 0 and ¢y = In(f(0)) being real. Such log f is well defined
within a neighborhood of the origin.

As we will formally verify in Section 3.2, this notion of bounded holomorphic functions specified by
dependency graphs generalizes the bounded induced graph counting polynomials (BIGCPs) of Patel and
Regts [PR17]. A major difference here is that f; may not be a polynomial of finite degree.

We show that for (a, f)-bounded f., the approach of Patel and Regts [PR17] based on Newton’s identity
and local enumeration of connected subgraphs can efficiently compute Taylor coefficients of log fs, even
though the function f; can now encode problems far beyond counting subgraphs.

Theorem 3.2 (efficient coefficient computing). Let G be a downward-closed family of dependency graphs,
and f. be (a, f)-bounded on G fora, f > 1. There exists a deterministic algorithm which given any G € G and
t € N* as input, outputs the £-th coefficient of the Taylor series of log f at the origin in time o (n(8epA)*),
where n is the number of vertices, A is the maximum degree of G, and O(-) hides poly(A, £,1og(n)).

The theorem will be proved in Section 4.

Due to Riemann mapping theorem in complex analysis, for any proper and simply connected region
Q c C and any point zy € Q, there is a biholomorphic function A from D to Q such that h(0) = zy. We are
interested in those good regions Q C C such that a transformation A from D to Q does not only exist but
also has efficiently computable Taylor coefficients.

Definition 3.3 (good region). Let y > 1. A simply connected region Q C C is y-good if 0 € Q and given
any x € Q, there exists a holomorphic function h, on D along with a z, € D such that:
(1) he(D) C Q, hye(0) = 0 and hy(zy) = x;
(2) for every ¢ € N*, the ¢£-th Taylor coefficient h, ; of h, at 0 can be determined in y’poly(¢) time.
Given a y-good region Q C C and § € (0, 1), we use Qs to denote the set of all x € Q with z,, € D;_s.
Any convex region is 1-good, given access to an oracle that determines the distance to its boundary,

which will be formally proved in Appendix A.
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Fact 3.4. Let Q C C be a convex region. Suppose that for any z € Q, dist(z, dQ) can be determined in O(1)
time. Then Q is 1-good.

Applying our Theorem 3.2 to log f;, combining with Barvinok’s approximation (Lemma 2.3) and our
notion of good region, we obtain the following theorem for multiplicative approximation of zero-free f5’s.

Theorem 3.5 (efficient e-approximation). Let a, f,y > 1. Let G be a downward-closed family of dependency
graphs, and f. be (a, B)-bounded on G. Let Q C C be a y-good region.
For any & € (0,1), there is a deterministic algorithm which takes G € G, x € Qs and an error bound

e € (0,1) as input, and outputs an estimation ]Q;) of fo(x) within e-multiplicative error:
|fG(x)|
|fG(x)|

inO (n (%)C) time with C = § In(8eA(f +y)), where A is the maximum degree of G, if provided that fg is
M-zero-free on Q C C and the value of f5(0) is also provided to the algorithm.

1-

<1l+eg

Note that in above theorem, the zero-freeness property can be verified on any particular class of depen-
dency graphs, although the boundedness property should be guaranteed on a downward-closed family.
When applying this theorem, the value of f5(0) is usually trivial to compute (e.g. f5(0) = 1), and the M-
zero-freeness is usually established for some M = poly(n) (e.g. M = O(n)) on n-vertex dependency graphs.

In such typical cases, the running time in Theorem 3.5 is bounded as (£ )0(5 log A)

Proof of Theorem 3.5. Let h = h, be a holomorphic function that transforms D to the y-good region Q with
h(zx) = x, where z, € D;_s since x € Q5. And let f(};’ =fcoh

First, observe that f(};’ is M-zero-free on D, because |logfé’ (z)| = |log fo(h(z))| < M holds forallz € D
since h(D) € Q and f; is M-zero-free on Q. Then by Lemma 2.3, for any z € D, the difference between
log fé’(z) and the truncated Taylor expansion at 0 is bounded by

m Ry (K)
tog f1(s) - 3, Lotde) O

k=0

< %(1 _5)m < g

(4)

5

form = |'51n5£'|
It remains to verify that " is (o, f + y)-bounded on G. By Theorem 3.2, this will prove the theorem.
For £ € N*, let h,(f) denote the k-th Taylor coefficient of h(z)’ at z = 0. Since h(0) = 0, we have

+00 ¢ +00
h(z)t’ = (Z hkz) = Z h]({[)zk
k=1 k=t

Since fg is (a, f)-bounded and h(0) = 0, we have

fi@) = fo(0) +Z (Z A6s) )h(z)"

SCcV
= f5(0) + Z (Z AGis] ) (Z h“)zk)
ScvV k=¢t
= f6(0) + Z > (Z h;”AG[S],[) 2*
k=1 SCV \ (=1

= f5(0) + Z.o (Z Ag[s],k) 2k

k=1 \SCV
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where A?Ik for any H € G and k € N* is defined as

()
P Zh At g

Clearly, A?Ik = 0if |Vg| > ak, where Vi denotes the vertex set of H, since Ay, = 0 if |Vy| > af. And
it can be verified that any /1;’[ , can be determined within (§ + y)¥poly(k) time. This is because within

ﬂkpoly(k) time, one can list all Agy,..., Ay, and foreach 1 < ¢ < k, hl(f) is just the coefficient of ZF in

(hlz +hyZ? 4+ hkzk)[, which can be calculated in poly(k) time given all Ay, . . ., hg, which can be listed
beforehand in y*poly(k) time. Overall, this takes at most (3 + y)*poly(k) time.
Therefore, % is (o, B + y)-bounded. m]

3.1. Quantum partition functions. We formally prove Theorem 1.2. Recall the definition of quantum
partition function Z; in (2). We extend this definition by considering measurement.

Recall that V = (X)), ., V. where V is the set of n sites and each V, is a g-dimensional Hilbert space.
A measurement O is a posmve operator in V. The quantum partition function induced by Hamiltonian H
under measurement O, both in V, is defined by

(5) Zn,0(p) = Tr [exp(fH)O] .

Furthermore, a measurement O is tensorized if O = (X), ., O, where supp(0,) = {v}.

We show that under tensorized measurement O, the quantum partition functions Zy o defined by local
Hamiltonians with O(1) maximum degree are (1, 0(1))-bounded. Together with Theorem 3.5 we obtain
the following theorem.

Theorem 3.6. Let Q C C be a y-good region fory > 1. For any § € (0,1), there is a deterministic algorithm
such that given any (k,d)-Hamiltonian H and tensorized measurement O, provided that [ o] Z4H.0 is M-
zero-free on Q, for any temperature § € Qs and error bound ¢ € (0, 1), the algorithm outputs an estimation

of Zy.0(p) within e-multiplicative error in o (n (%)C) time with C = }5 In (8ed (2¢° +7)).

Note that when the measurement O is the identity, Zy ¢ is precisely the partition function Zy, which
implies Theorem 1.2. As discussed in the introduction, Theorem 3.6 covers all classical partition functions
(with or without external field) when temperature is the complex variable.

Following a recent work of Harrow, Mehraban and Soleimanifar [HMS20], Theorem 3.6 gives polynomial-
time approximations of quantum partition functions defined by local Hamiltonians with O(1) maximum
degree when the inverse temperature f is close to zero. And following a standard routine of self-reduction,
in the same regime, we have a polynomial-time approximate sampler from the quantum Gibbs state after
the measurement in the computational basis. These applications are given in Section 5.

Proof of Theorem 3.6. Givena (k, d)-Hamiltonian H = 3,71, H;, we can construct a dependency graph Gy =
(U, E, L) as follows:
(1) U = [m] is the vertex set;

2) E={{x,y} € () | supp(Hy) N supp(H,) # };
(3) for any x € U, its label is given by L, = Hy.

Let Gi denote the family of all such Gy where H is a k-local Hamiltonian. It is obvious that such Gy is

downward-closed.
Let O = ®v€V O, be a tensorized measurement. For any G = Gy € Gy, where H = Z;”Zl Hj, define:

o]

1
fo(z) = mZH,O(z) = Tr[ Tr
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The rest of the proof verifies that such f. is (1, 2¢°)-bounded on Gy, which is sufficient to prove the
theorem by Theorem 3.5.

We first verify that such f. is multiplicative. For any G = (U, E, £) € G that is the disjoint union of
Gy = (UL, Ey, £1) and G, = (Us, E,, L), there exists a bipartition V = V; & V, such that supp(H,) C V; for
all x € U; and supp(H,) C V; for all y € U,. Let Hy, = X ey, Hy for i = 1,2. We have,

fo(z) = Tr[l 571 [exp (~2(Hy, + ;) O]
_ Tr[l()] Tr[exp(—zHy,) exp(~zHy,)O]
- ﬁrrvl exp(—zHy,) (%)0 Try, |exp(~zHy,) @o}
_ Trzl[o] Tr[exp(~zHy, )O]Tr[exp(~zHy, )0
= f6,(2) f5,(2)

Here the subscripts V;, V; in Try,, Try, indicates the sets of sites that the operators act on. Therefore, f. is

multiplicative.
For any G = (U, E, L) € Gk and any ¢ € N*, define

(6) /1(;,{ = %ﬁ Z Tr

onto

fie1-u

¢
(l_[ Hf(j)) 0‘ :
j=1
Observe that A, = 0 if |[U| > ¢ as there is no surjection from [#] to U. Moreover, for H = }, iy Hy,
+00 ﬂ[ +0o0 Z[ 4 +00
¢ ¢
fo(z) = 1+;ETr[H 0| = 1+€ZE Z Tr (onj)O = 1+Z(Z Ac[s],[)z )
=1 =1 Jj=1

X1,X2,....Xp €U =1 \SCU
It remains to show that Ag, can be determined within (2¢°¢)¢poly(¢) time.
FixaG = (U,E, L) € Gk. Forany S C U, define

t
Hse2 > | |Hro

£l s =
Clearly, Ag ¢ = %ﬁTr [HU,[O]. Moreover, the following recurrence holds for Hg g
(7) Hs,e = Z H; (Hs -1 + Hs\(j}.0-1) »
jes

where the boundary cases are given by Hg o = I, and Hs; = 0 (the 0-matrix) if £ < |S|, or S = @ but £ > 0.
Note that Hg, acts non-trivially on at most k |S| sites, where each site corresponds to a g-dimensional
Hilbert space, thus Hs, can be represented as a matrix of size at most ¢g*I%/ x ¢¥II and the recursion
step (7) can be evaluated in time O(|S|g**S!). Therefore, for any S C U that 1 < |S| < ¢, Hs, can be
computed in time O(251¢|S|g**!S1) = O(£?2¢¢***) by a dynamic programming that constructs a 25 x [¢]
table according to the recurrence (7). And finally, A, = %ﬁTr [HU,[O] can be computed from Hy; in

O(g***) time because Hy ¢ acts non-trivially on at most k|U| < k¢ sites and O is tensorized. O

3.2. Induced subgraph counting. Our framework (Definition 3.1) subsumes bounded induced graph count-
ing polynomials (BIGCP) defined by Patel and Regts [PR17].
A BIGCP p. defines multiplicative graph polynomials pg for all graphs G = (V, E). Moreover, there
exists integer & > 1 and sequence Ap , of complex values such that the following conditions are satisfied.
8



(1) For any graph G = (V, E), pg can be expressed as

m(G)

pe@ =1+ > | > Aue ind(HG) |,
t=1 \ H=(Vy,Eg)
Vi |<at

where ind(H, G) represents the number of induced subgraphs G[S], S C V, isomorphic to H.
(2) Am¢ can be determined in O(fY) time for some constant f§ > 1.

For any G = (V,E), we define a dependency graph G* = (V, E, L) where L labels every v € V with a
trivial symbol *. Let G denote the family of all G*, which is clearly downward-closed. We define f5- = pg.

Note that
Z Amind(H, G) = Z AG[s].e-
H=(Vy.Epy) Scv
Vi |<at IS|<at

Therefore, any BIGCP p. corresponds to an f. that is («, f)-bounded on G*.

3.3. Boolean CSP with external field. A Boolean-variate constraint satisfaction problem (Boolean CSP)
is specified by a ® = (V,E, ¢), where H = (V,E) is a hypergraph and ¢ = (¢.).cr such that each ¢, :
{0,1}¢ — C is a Boolean-variate complex-valued constraint function. Furthermore, ® = (V,E,¢) is a
(k,d)-formula if |e| < k for every e € E and deg(v) = |[{e € E | v € e}| < d for everyv € V.

The partition function for a Boolean CSP @ = (V, E, ¢) of external field A is defined as:

Zo() = ) ]_[¢e<a|e)) Al

0e{0,1}V \e€E

In [LSS19b], Liu, Sinclair and Srivastava formulated the above partition function as counting hypergraph
insects and gave a polynomial-time algorithm for such a partition function assuming its zero-freeness. We
will see that such a partition function is also subsumed by our framework.

Given a Boolean CSP @ = (V, E, ¢), we can construct a dependency graph Gy = (Vg, Eg, Lo) as follows.

(1) Vo =V;
(2) for any distinct u,0 € Vg =V, {u, v} € Eg iff {u,v} C e for some e € E;
(3) forany v € Vg =V, itslabel L, = (Pe)ecE.vee-

Note that each constraint ¢, appears in labels of all v € e, and the maximum degree of Gg is bounded by
A < (k —1)d for a (k,d)-formula ®.

Let Gy 4 denote the family of all such dependency graphs Gy, where ® = (V,E, ¢) is a (k, d)-formula,
and all their induced subgraphs. Obviously, such Gy 4 is downward-closed.

Let G € Gk 4. Without loss of generality, suppose that G = G [U] is the subgraph of the dependency
graph Gg induced by U C V, where ® = (V, E, ¢) is a Boolean CSP.

We define

foay=">. ] #¥@luram,

0e€{0,1}U  ecE
eNU+#2

where (/52] : U Ne — Cis defined as that for any 7 € {0, l}Ume,

$e (1) = pe(),

where % € {0, 1}¢ extends 7 and assigns all v € e \ U with 0. It is easy to verify that such definition fs
uses only the information stored in the dependency graph G, thus it is well defined. Meanwhile, it is also
easy to verify that f. is multiplicative and f5 (1) = Zg(4) if G = Gg.
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For G = Go[U] where ® = (V,E, ¢) and U C V, define Ag, as
{H cer ¢U(1une), U= ¢
AGe = U#2

en
0, o0.w.

Each A, can be determined in poly(k, d, £) time.
Observe that,
U]

foy =1+ > ] ¢¥(@luner’

=1 JE{O,I}U ecE
lloll,=¢ eNU#Q

U]

=1+ > [ ] $2snax

t=1 SCU e€E
|S|=t enS#2

“+00
=1+ Z (Z AG[S],{’) AL
=1 \ScU

Therefore, f. is a (1, 1)-bounded on Gy 4.

Applying Theorem 3.5, we immediately obtain the following corollary. Similar bound has been proved
in [LSS19b], but here we only need to encode the problem using our framework.

Corollary 3.7. Let Q C C be a y-good region fory > 1. For any § € (0, 1), there is a deterministic algorithm
such that given any (k, d)-formula ® for Boolean CSP, provided that Zy is M-zero-free on Q, for any external
field A € Qs and error bound ¢ € (0, 1), the algorithm outputs an estimation of Zg(A) within e-multiplicative

error in O (n (%)C) time with C = % In (8ekd(1+7y)).

Since such Zy(A) is a polynomial with finite degree, by Fact 3.4 and Lemma 2.2, if Q C C is a convex
region and Zg does not vanish on a slightly larger region Q' = {(1 + §)z | z € Q} for some constant gap

5 € R*, then M = Os(n) and hence the algorithm in Corollary 3.7 runs in (%)O(ln(kd)) time.
3.4. A barrier to non-multiplicative functions. Our framework based on functions fi induced by depen-
dency graphs G is fairly expressive. However, the current technique crucially relies on the multiplicative
property of f.. It would meet a barrier when dealing with systems lacking such multiplicative property.

We explain this using a concrete example. Consider the following generalization of (1):
(8) VeC, Zyw(p)=Trlexp(-fH+H')].
Here, H and H’ are two Hamiltonians in V. It encompasses the transverse Ising model and XXZ model.
Unfortunately, this partition function fails to fit in our framework due to the lack of multiplicative property

even when H’ is a tensorized operator. For Hamiltonians H;, H, such that supp(H;) N supp(H;) = @ and
a tensorized operator H' = (X),_,, H, the following equality fails to hold in general:

1
VA , = 7 7 VA 7 .
. () = [exp(CH)] 21t (B)Zr,, 1 (P)
1 0 1 1 1 0 2 0
For example, for f =1, H; =1 ® ,Hy = ® ITand H' = ® , it holds that
1 1 0 1 0 2 0 1

Tr [exp(—H’)] ~ 0.6869, Tr [exp(—H; — H')] ~ 0.2416,i € {1, 2} and Tr [exp(—H; — H, — H)] ~ 0.1316.
Hence, Tr [exp(—H’)] Tr [exp(H; + H, + H')] =~ 0.09040 and Tr [exp(—H; — H’)] Tr [exp(—H, — H')] =
0.05837. The main obstacle comes from the non-commutativity of Hamiltonians and it remains open to

design a polynomial-time algorithm for such partition function assuming only zero-freeness.
10



4. EFFICIENT COEFFICIENT COMPUTING

In this section we prove Theorem 3.2. First we need to establish the following lemma.

Lemma 4.1. Let G be a downward-closed family of dependency graphs, and f. be (a, f)-bounded on G
for a, B > 1. Recursively define the sequence ({mi)Heg cen+ Of complex numbers as follows: for any H =
(Vi, Eg, Ly) € G and any £ € N,

-1

S
) (e = Ame — Z 7 Z CHS),sAH[T],=s-
s=1 S, TCVy
SUT=Vy

It holds that {1, # 0 only if H is connected and |Vy| < af. Moreover, forany G = (V,E, L) € G,

(10) log fo(2) =log fa(0) + | (Z gcm,[) .

=1 \Scv
As in [PR17, LSS19b], the following result of Borgs et al. [BCKL13] is used.

Fact 4.2 (Lemma 2.1 (c) in [BCKL13]). Let G = (V, E) be a graph with maximum degree A, v € V be a vertice

-1
and ¢ € N;. Then the number of connected subgraphs of size ¢ containing v is at most %.

With this fact, we can enumerate all connected induced subgraphs G[S] of |S| < ¢ vertices efficiently.

Lemma 4.3. There exists a deterministic algorithm which takes a dependency graph G = (V,E, L) onn = |V|
vertices with maximum degree A and a positive integer £ € N* as input, and outputs

(11) C<e ={S CV||S| £ ¢,G[S] is connected},
in time O(n(eA)?), where O(+) hides poly (A, ¢,log(n)).

Proof. Let C2, denote the collection of such S C V containing v € V that S| = £ and G[S] is connected.
Clearly C<; = Upev ij. Now construct each C?, inductively. When ¢ = 1, C?, = {{0}}. For £ > 2, we
<V

enumerate all S E]E,‘;’[_l and u € V'\ S such that G[S U {u}] is connected, and include S U {u} into C2,. It is
easy to see that this correctly constructs C?,. By Fact 4.2, |Cf[| < (eA)*7!/2. Representing each set S as a
string of vertices in S sorted in increasing order of vertices, the set CZ, can be stored by a standard dynamic
data structure such as prefix trees, so that it takes O(Af(eA)‘™?) time to iterate over all (S,u) € C%,_, XV
such that G[SU{u}] may be connected, and for each such (S, u) pair it takes poly(A, ¢, log n) time to check
weather G[S U {u}] is connected or S U {u} is already in C?,, and insert S into C?, if necessary. Overall, it
takes 5(n(eA)") time to construct C<,. O

Combining the above algorithm with (9), we can compute coefficients {3 ¢ for log f; efficiently.

Lemma 4.4. Let G be a downward-closed family of dependency graphs, and f. be (a, f)-bounded on G for
a,f > 1. There exists a deterministic algorithm which takes a dependency graph G = (V,E, L) € G on
n = |V| vertices with maximum degree A and a positive integer £ € N* as input, and outputs ({G[s],)SeCers

within O (n(8eBA)*!) time, where C<qy is defined in Eq. (11).

The lemma follows by first enumerating all S € Ccgp, which takes O (n(eA)**) time according to
Lemma 4.3, and second for every S € C<qy, taking H = G[S] and computing {, using a dynamic pro-
gramming given by Eq. (9), which takes O(8%/ %) time.

Letlog f(z) = log f5(0)+Y12] 9G,ez". Due to Lemma 4.1, {G[s1, = 0if G[S] is disconnected or |S| > at,
thus due to Eq. (9), the £-th Taylor coefficient of log f5 is given by

96t = Z G181t = Z $Glsl.e-
SCcvV Secsal

Therefore, Theorem 3.2 is proved. It only remains to prove Lemma 4.1.
11



Proof of Lemma 4.1. Fix an arbitrary G € G, and consider fg. Let log fo =log f6(0)+X5] gg.e2z" denote the
Taylor’s expansion of log f5 at the origin, and f5(z) = f5(0) + 212 fo.e2" denote the Taylor s expansion
of f at the origin. We prove by induction on ¢ > 1 that

(12) 9G,e = Z {GIs).e

scv
which implies (10).
For the induction basis, when ¢ = 1, by Lemma 2.4 we have gg1 = f51. by the definition of bounded

graph function in Definition 3.1, fg1 = X scv Ag[s],1; and it follows from (9) that Ag[s)1 = {G[s],1- Alto-
gether, we have

961 = fc1 = Z AG[s11 = Z {G[s)a

N N

Now suppose that the induction hypothesis (12) holds for all ¢/ < £. We have

-1

Z {GIsLe = Z AG[s].e Z Z s * AG[R
Scv Scv =Ry
LUR=S
= Z AG[s.e — Z (Z {GIL) ) (Z AG[R],[—S)
Scv =1 " \icv RV
= fo.e = Z %gG,st,t’—s (Induction Hypothesis)
s=1
=9G,t- (Lemma 2.4)

This finishes the inductive proof of (12).

Next, we prove that (i, = 0if H = (Vi, Eg, Lg) € G is disconnected or |Vy| > af. Recall that f. is
(a, p)-bounded, we have Ay, = 0 for |Vy| > af. Then the fact that (i, = 0 for |Vy| > af can be verified
by induction on ¢ > 1. Specifically, by Eq. (9),

"h
._.

‘\I‘A

CHe = Ame — Z CHIS).sAH[T) -
QV

[
Il
—_

For the basis, {1 = Ay = 0 when |Vy| > «a. In general, observe that assuming |Vy| > af, for any
SUT = Vy, it must hold that either |S| > as or |T| > a(f — s). Therefore, assuming |Vy| > af, {g, = 0
follows from the induction hypothesis.

Finally, it remains to verify that {, = 0 if H is disconnected, which follows from the multiplicative
property of f.. By contradiction, assume that {7, # 0 for some disconnected H € G. Let S* C Vy be a
minimal subset of V' such that H[S*] is disconnected and {y[s+), # 0. Since H[S*] is disconnected, there
exist nonempty L, R C S* such that LUR = 5" and L, R are disconnected in H[S*]. Due to the multiplicative

property of f., we have fs[s:] = fo[r] * fo[r]- Therefore,

(13) 96[s*1.e = 9G[L1L + G[RLe = Z os)e + Z ois)e
SCcL SCR
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where the first equation can be formally verified for any disjoint dependency graphs G;, G, € G and any
z in the neighborhood of the origin, such that for an arbitrary path P in Q connecting z and the origin,

fc’lugz (2)

P fGlUGz (Z)
 log fi; (0) + log fi;, (0) + /P (

=log fg, (z) +log f5,(2).

dz

AONA (z)) N

log f6,uG, (2) = log f,uc, (0) +

+

fa(2)  fo,(2)

On the other hand,
(14) 9GIs*1.e = Z dols1e = Sols e + Z dols1e = Sols e + Z Zols)e + Z Gls1e
Scs* scs* scL SCR

where the last equation is due to the minimality of S*. Combining (13) and (14), we have {g[s+], = 0, a
contradiction. O

5. APPLICATIONS

In this section, we prove that any zero-free partition function of local Hamiltonians with bounded max-
imum degree is polynomial-time approximable if the temperature is close enough to 0. This is formally
stated by the following theorem. Recall the definition of the partition function Zp ¢ induced by Hamilton-
ian H under measurement O in (5).

Theorem 5.1. Letk,d € N*, h > 0,5 € (0,1) and fpy = ﬁ. There is a deterministic algorithm such that
given any (k,d)-Hamiltonian H = Y7L, H; on n sites satisfying ”HJ” < h and tensorized measurement O,
for any temperature € D(1_s)p, and error bound ¢ € (0,1), the algorithm outputs an estimation of Zg o ()

within e-multiplicative error in O ((%)C) time with C = % (In8ed + 3k Inq) + 1.

It was established in [HMS20] that the partition function exhibits zero-freeness property when the
inverse temperature f is close to the 0. Similarly, we have the following lemma.

Lemma5.2. Leth € RY,H = Z;”zl H; be a (k,d)-Hamiltonian on n sites, and O be a tensorized measurement.
If|H;| < h forall 1 < j < m, then for any p € D, where f, = =7 it holds that

Zi.o(P)
& Ir[0]

Theorem 5.1 follows directly from Lemma 5.2 and Theorem 3.6.

Besides estimation of partition function, another related important computational problem is to sample
according to the Gibbs state.

The quantum Gibbs state specified by Hamiltonian H € YV and inverse temperature f € R* is:

_ exp(—pH)
pu(p) = ZaB)

The classical distribution pp g over [q]" is the quantum Gibbs state py(f8) after measurement in the
computational basis, i.e.

<

Zw,0,(P)

Zu(B) ’
where O, = |0)(c|. Note that pp g is a well-defined distribution over [q]V. To see this, first note that
>.o O = I is the identity matrix in V, and hence ), Zy o, (f) = Zu(p); and second, both O, and exp(fH)

are positive semidefinite since H is Hermitian and € R*, and hence Zy o_(f) = Tr [exp(SH)Os] > 0.
13
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In the same regime as Theorem 5.1, we have a polynomial-time approximate sampler from p g, the
classical distribution obtained after measurement of the quantum Gibbs state in the computational basis.

Theorem 5.3. Letk,d € N*, h > 0,5 € (0,1) and fy = ﬁ. There is a randomized algorithm such that
given any (k,d)-Hamiltonian H = 7L, H; on n sites satisfying ||H]|| < h, for any temperature € D(1_s)p,
and error bound ¢ € (0,1), the algorithm outputs an approximate sample o € [q]" within ¢ total variation

distance from the distribution i g, in o ((%)C) time with C = % (2log 8ed + 6k log q) + 3.

Proof. We leverage the algorithm in Theorem 5.1 as a subroutine, and give the following classical algorithm
for approximate sampling from py .
Without loss of generality, we may assume that V = [n]. Let M; = |j){j|for1 < j < ¢, and M, ; =

( Z_ll I) ® M; ® (X)j_,,1 I). Our procedure for sampling o € [g]" is as follows.

(1) Initialize O with the identity operator on Hilbert space H;

(2) Iterate v from 1 to n;

(3) For each j from 1 to n, estimate z, ; = Zg,0, , M, (B) Within ¢y = 35--multiplicative error.

(4) samples j € [g] proportional to Z, j, the estimation of z, j, updates O with O M, ;, and assigns o (v)

with j.
Note that O is a tensorized measurement during the process. Hence, Theorem 5.1 guarantees an estimation
of z, j within g-multiplicative error in O((%)C) time with C = % (2log8ed + 6k log q) + 2. Furthermore,
note that for each configuration o € [q]",
. q
Pr[o is generated)] T Zoo(o) 2 j=17%0,j

5

PH,O(O') - o=1 Zje[q] Zo,j Eu,a(v)
and for eachv € Vand j € [q],
5
1-g) < —L <1+
Zv,j

Hence,

(+) (1 - g)" Pr[o is generated] ( 1+¢ )n *)
1—¢ ¢ < < < 1+e,
1+e¢ pi,0(0)

1+&y
1-¢&

where (x) follows from ( ) < (1+36)" < exp(%e) < 1+¢, and (*) follows from (%) and ﬁ >1-c¢
Therefore, the total varaince distance between pyy o and the output from our sampler will differ at most ¢.

We conclude the proof by observing that our algorithm calls the subrountine O(ngq) times with param-

eter £ = 15, which takes 9] ((%)C) time with C = 5 (2log 8ed + 6k log q) + 3 in total. ]

5.1. Proof of Lemma 5.2. We now give a proof of Lemma 5.2. This result extends the zero-freeness result
proved in [HMS20] to the case that allows tensorized measurement. We will see that the same inductive
proof based on cluster expansion works for this more general case.

Let H = )", H; be a (k, d)-Hamiltonian, O = ® O, be a tensorized measurement, and X C V be
an arbitrary subset.

Define Hy the Hamiltonian H restricted on X as

Hx = Z H;,

ie[m]
supp (H;) €X

veV

and define the partition function Zp ¢ restricted on X as

Zﬁo(ﬁ) = Trx [exp(—BHx)Ox],
14



where Ox = ® vex Ov- And Zfl o = 1. Here the subscript X in Try indicates that the operators act on the
sites in X.
Moreover, recall the dependency graph Gy = (U, E, £) defined in the proof of Theorem 3.6:
(1) U = [m];
(2) E={(x,y) € UXU | x # y,supp(Hy) N supp(H,) # 2};
(3) Ly = Hy forany x € U.
We are now ready to introduce the cluster expansions of partition functions. The following lemma was
an extension of [HMS20, Lemma 26] with tensorized measurement O.

Lemma 5.4 (high temperature expansion [HMS20]). Let h € R*, H = )", H; be a (k, d)-Hamiltonian, and
O be a tensorized measurement. If ||H;|| < h, then the following holds for all A C V,x € A and p € Dg,.

ZhoB) =Tr[ONZ) S B+ Y Ws(BZ5 (B,

Sc[m]
3jeS,xesupp(Hj)
Gy [S] is connected

where

-y S,

I= |S| (ll,iz ..... il)GSl

1
n%%+
j=1

Ui’:l{ij}ZS
Re = | supptt.
jes
1
bo= e(e—1)dh’

Proof. Without lose of generality, we assume that A = V. Directly from the definition, we have

e
Zo(p) =Try Z—f' ZHJ o
=0 : =1

2 Z ﬂT Ty [Hy, ()0 + 2 l—l

(i1,iz,....ig) €[m]*
Jje(¢e], xesupp(H )

_ 20\ (-p)*
AT IUTS Y —Try

t!
=0 (iy,iy,....ig) €[m]"
Eje[t’],xesupp(Hij)

ﬁHijol,
j=1

where (%) follows from the fact that H = Hy\ () + X jem] Hj.
xesupp (H;)
For each ¢-tuple i = (i1, iy, . . ., ip) satisfying that there exists j* € [¢] such that x € supp(H;,.), let S; €

{i1, iz, ..., i¢} be the minimum subset such that i; € S; and (UjeSi supp(Hj))D(Uje{il,i2 _____ i N\Si supp(H;)) =
@. Note that

t
(HH’J)O: n H;, | Ors l_[ H;; | Ov\gs»

j=1 1<j<t 1<j<t
ijESi ijeéSi

where Rs = e supp(H;).
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Therefore,

i Z (-p)
!
=0 (iy,iy,....ip) €[m]* £
HjE[t’],xEsupp(Hi )

Y
Sc[m] £=0 j=(iy,iy,....ix) €[m]*
3j€S,xesupp(H;) S=S;

TI‘V li[ HijO‘

J=1

ﬁHijO}
j=1

i

Io tx +r 1 r
SR I = DL s EEN| (D | EE

- Sclm] I=|S| r=0 (i1,ig,...,i) €S! Jj=1 (i1,igsmir) €[m]! Jj=1
JieS,xesupp(H;) ul_ {i;}=S SUPP(Hil)QV\Rs
Gy [S] is connected J=1

l
( VR
SR N Y=L Y | M B
SC[m] I=IS| (ir,izyenip) €S Jj=1
djeS,xesupp(H;) Ué:l {i;}=s

Gy [S] is connected

= > WPz,

Sc[m]
djeS,xesupp(H;)
Gy [S] is connected

where these identities hold by Fubini’s theorem assuming that the summation converges absolutely. Hence,

it remains to verify that } sc[m] ‘WS (ﬂ)Zv\g (ﬂ)| < 00,
JjeS,xesupp(H;j) H,
Gy [S] is connected
Note that
18! ’
Ws(B)] < Z > [ | Hi,0xs
I=|S]| : (iryiz,...,if) €S! j=1
U iyes
< (1810
< Trig[Or,] ) 3 (o) € ST UL (i} =)
I=]S|
(I Ih)l I!
= Trg, [Or] Z ﬂ Z T
=81 gzt J1I2 IS
Jitjet..+jis =l
(15) = Trg, [Or,] (exp(1B h) — 1)'°!,

where the two inequalities follow from triangle inequality and Holder’s inequality respectively. Similarly,

250 (B)] < Trvi, [Oving] exp|BH g ) < Trvgs [Ovirs | exp(1] hdn),
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where the last inequality follows from the fact that m < dn. Hence,

> Wz B <To1eppihdy Y (ep(Iflh) - D

Sc[m] SC[m]
3jeS,xesupp(Hj) 3jeS,xesupp(H;)
Gy [S] is connected Gy [S] is connected

< Tr[O] exp(| | hdn) Z(ed)" (exp(|l h) - )",
£=0

where the last inequality follows from Fact 4.2 that there exists at most (ed)’ connected subgraph of size

¢ in dependency graph Gy which contains vertice j € U such that x € supp(H;). Since |B| < m,
ed (exp(|flh) — 1) <e(e—1)dh|f| < 1,
concluding the proof of Lemma 5.4. O

At last, we need the following technical lemma [HMS20, Lemma 27] in order to prove Lemma 5.2.

Lemma 5.5 ((HMS20]). Let H = }\", H; be a (k,d)-Hamiltonian, and f, = m, then for |B| < Bo

(7% 1) exp(dhe? 81 R ) < e(e~ 1)dh Il

SC[m]
djeS,xesupp(H;)
Gy [S] is connected

Proof of Lemma 5.2. Let A C V. As observed in [HMS20], it suffices to prove that removal of single site
x € A can only produce bounded additive overhead to log ZI/; o(PB). Formally, we are going to prove that,
for any x € A,

log 1 Zﬁo(ﬂ)
Tr[Ox] ZI[;\({)X} (ﬂ)

< e’dh|pl, 1Bl < Bo-
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We will prove the result by induction on |A|. By Lemma 5.4,

A A\R
log 1 ZpoB g1 + Z We(h) 1 Zyo (B
WO 2350 R e Ee
’ EjGS,xEsupp(Hj) '
Gy [S] is connected

1 ZhEs ()
< -log|1- [Ws ()] ’
Z{] T o0 20 (p)

djeS,xesupp(H;)
Gy [S] is connected

() 1

< -logli- Y (ws(p)l ( exp(~“dh |/3|))
3JjeS,xesupp(H;j)

Gy [S] is connected

(%)

< -log|li— > (exp(Iflh) = 1) exp(~e’dn|B]) |,
SC[m]

JjeS,xesupp(H;)

Gy [S] is connected

where () follows from induction hypothesis and (%) follows from (15). Together with Lemma 5.5, we
have

“log|1- Y (exp(IBIM) - DI exp(~c?dh ) | <~ log(1 - e(e ~ Ddh|B]) < dh B,
Sc[m]
djeS,xesupp(H;)
Gy |[S] is connected

where the last inequality follows from the fact that —log (1 — eTfly) <yforally € [0,1]. m]
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APPENDIX A. REGION TRANSFORMATION

We give a proof of Lemma 2.5 which says that the convex region Q C C is a 1-good region, so long as
dist(Q, z) can be determined in O(1) time for all z € Q.

The following result proved in [Bar17b, Lemma 2.2.3] explicitly gives a polynomial that maps a disk
with radius slightly larger than 1 to a strip.

Lemma A.1 ([Bar17b]). Let § € (0, 1) be a constant. Define qs € C[z] as follows:
1 = (Cz)k
4= o D

Z:k=1 & k=1

l—exp(—l—%)

Fea(-3) U

where C=1—exp (—3),n = I_(l +3) exp(1+ %)J Then for all |z| < p, where p =

(1) g5(0) =0, g5(1) =1,
(2) Re (gs(z)) € [-5,1+ 26] and |Im (gs5(2))| < 26.

We now can prove Lemma 2.5.

Proof of Lemma 2.5. Without loss of generality, we assume that # # 0. Note that the polynomial g5 defined
in Lemma A.1 satisfies
(1) gs5(D,) € Sya5
(2) 45(0) =0, g5(1) = 1.
, s o, tep(-i-3)
Therefore, we can set pg 5(z) = fqs(p’z), where &y = 715 and p’ = —_—

Cop(-2) We conclude our proof

by observing that:
(1) pps(D) C Spys
@ pps(0) =0, pps (%) = B

Here we give a proof of Fact 3.4, which is a direct application of Lemma 2.5.

Proof of Fact 3.4. The convexity of Q implies that dist([z;, z,], 9Q) = min(dist(z;), dist(z,)) for arbitrary
complex values z;,z, € Q, where [z;,2,] = {21 + t(z, — z;) | t € [0,1]}. Hence, for each x € Q, we set
fx = Px.s, apolynomial defined in Lemma A.1. We conclude the proof by observing that the k-th coefficient
of py s can be determined in O(k) time. O
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